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The abortive Bill of 1912 showed that even the letter would
be broken. The original draft contained serious flaws and was in
conflict with the two principles of the settlement—the removal
of the racial bar and the maintenance of existing rights through-
out the Union. I must admit in fairness that, so soon as the
defects were pointed out, there was a willingness on the part of the
Minister to remodel his objectionable clauses. But that Bill fell
through, and fresh assurances were issued to the community that
the settlement would be carried out.
Then came the memorable visit of the Hon'ble Mr. Gokhale.
High hopes were again raised. The position was made perfectly
clear. And declarations were made by responsible statesmen indu-
cing the expectation that a satisfactory Bill would be passed during
the ensuing session, and that the iniquitous and admittedly un-
just tax of £3 on certain ex-indentured men and women would
be withdrawn. The Hon'ble Mr. Gokhale declared at public
meetings that he had every confidence that the tax would be abo-
lished both for men and women.
But the last session dashed all hope to the ground. The Draft
Immigration Bill broke almost every condition of the settlement
of 1911, and it showed that the community was to expect nothing
from the Government, who would have carried the Bill as it was,
could they have done so. That the Act itself is a great improvement
on the original Bill is due entirely to the unexpected opposition that
the Government met from all quarters of both Houses of Parlia-
ment. The attempt of the Government to remit the £3 tax only
on women showed also that they, at any rate, were not prepared to
remove it from men.
Notwithstanding such gloomy indications of the hostile spirit
of the Government, Mr. Gandhi was authorized to enter into
negotiations for a settlement by submitting proposals which, if ac-
cepted, would have just, but only just, sufficed to fulfil the
letter of the provisional settlement of 1911 above referred to.
The community had hoped that, if even such a settlement were
effected, the terrible passive resistance could be avoided, and
that other grievances could be pressed on the attention of the
Government by means involving less personal sacrifice and suffer-
ing by the community.
But the Government evidently thought otherwise. They have'
not only rejected most of Mr. Gandhi's proposals, but they are
showing by their administration of the new Act in Natal and by
their having passed regulations under the Act, some of which are
harsh and unjust, that it is their desirejiot only to keep "out new

